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Abstract 
This paper provides an extensive survey of the great progress in the literature of energy- environment-growth 
nexus for both specific- and multi-county studies covering the period from 1978 to 2014. The survey focuses on 
country (ies) coverage, periods, modeling methodologies, and empirical conclusions. Our  survey is based on the 
direction of causality between (i)energy consumption (electricity, nuclear, renewable and non-renewable) and 
economic growth; (ii) between economic growth and environment; and between the three variables at the same 
time. As a general remark from these studies is that the literature produced paradoxical and not conclusive 
results which energy consumption can boost economic growth through the productivity enhancement and it can 
boost also the environmental damages through the enhancement of pollutant emissions. This survey gives 
researchers a ‘snap shot’ of the literature on the causality between the four types of energy, environment and 
economic growth for both individual and collective cases. Understanding the causal links between environment, 
economic growth and different types of energy consumption provides a basis for discussion in order to design 
and implementating effective energy and environmental policies. 
Keywords: Literature survey, economic growth, energy consumption, environment. 
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1. Introduction 
 
For a several decades, economic growth is the ultimate aim for each and every policy makers 
which it considers the only tool for a sustainable development. Since the third millennium, 
precisely when the Kyoto protocol to the United Nations framework convention on climate 
change on December 1997 which this protocol includes the environmental quality as a crucial 
variable to determine the sustainability of development consistent with the fifth generation of 
human rights. Indeed, the summit of Johannesburg and Rio de Janeiro are organized in the 
same field.  However, economic growth can exert a pressure on environmental quality, 
through energy consumption as a transmission channel, which it seem to conflicting in terms 
of goals and may the economic growth policy adopted at odds to  environmental aims who 
policy makers have a great challenging to arbitrate between growth and environment. In fact, 
the interaction between economic growth, energy consumption and environmental quality has 
been topic of considerable academic research in the literature of energy economics (e.g Ang, 
2008; Apergis and Payne, 2010; Omri, 2013) and	 thus revitalizing the long debate in both 
academic and policy spheres about their advantages and related costs caused by their 
interactions. There is an impressive body of literature which has as a subject the three-way 
linkages economic growth, environmental quality and energy consumption. This relationship 
has attracted the attention of many debates an academic research in different countries and for 
a long time. Indeed environmental quality may generate positive or negative externalities and 
consequently stimulates economic growth through the bias of human health which that can 
potentially affected by the evil impact of pollutant emissions. The relationship among 
economic growth, environmental quality and energy consumption has been the subject of 
conflicting and paradoxical aims wished by the policy makers. This postulates, understanding 
the relationship between economic growth, energy consumption and environment is crucial to 
understanding the current energy and environmental policy, is a cornerstone for new insight 
about energy and environmental policy, and this relationship is the basis for making sound 
economic policy, consistent with their objectives in terms of environmental and energy 
policy. The past empirical literature on the causal relationship between energy consumption 
and economic growth can be categorized into three lines of research. The first line of 
researches focuses on the nexus between economic growth and energy consumption. This 
nexus suggests that higher economic growth requires more energy consumption and more 
efficient energy use needs a higher level of economic growth. Since the pioneer work of Kraft 
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and Kraft (1978), Granger causality test approach has become a popular tool for studying the 
relationship between economic growth and energy consumption in different countries (e.g. 
Belloumi, 2009; Bozoklu and Yilanci, 2013; Pao and Fu, 2013). Bozoklu and Yilanci (2013) 
have been investigated the causal linkage between energy consumption and economic growth 
and find that economic growth Granger causes energy consumption (conservation hypothesis) 
and also, they found that energy consumption Granger causes economic growth for a sample 
of 20 OECD countries. While Pao and Fu (2013) using the co-integration tests found 
unidirectional causal relationship running from economic growth to energy consumption for 
Brazil covering the period from 1980 to 2010.	
The second line of research focuses on the validity of the Environmental Kuznets 
Curve (EKC) hypothesis. The EKC hypothesis postulates that the relationship between 
economic development and the environment resembles an inverted U-curve (e.g. Ang, 2007; 
Arouri et al., 2012; Saboori et al., 2012). That is, environmental pollution levels increase as 
output increase, but begin to decline as rising incomes pass beyond a turning point. However, 
a higher level of national income does not necessarily warrant greater efforts to contain the 
CO2 emissions. Arouri et al. (2012) investigated the Environmental Kuznets Curve (EKC) 
hypothesis for MENA countries over the period 1981-2005.	The results show that real GDP 
exhibits a quadratic relationship with CO2 emissions for the region as a whole. However, 
although the estimated long-run coefficients of income and its square satisfy the EKC 
hypothesis in most studied countries, the turning points are very low in some cases and very 
high in other cases, hence providing poor evidence in support of the EKC hypothesis. Also, 
Govindaraju and Tang (2013) examined the nexus of CO2 emissions, economic growth and 
coal consumption in China and India. In the case of China Granger causality test for China 
reveal a strong evidence of unidirectional causality running from economic growth to CO2 
emissions. Moreover, there is a bi-directional causality between economic growth and coal 
consumption as well as CO2 emissions and coal consumption in the short and long run. In the 
case of India, only a short-run causality is detected. Causality between economic growth and 
CO2 emissions as well as CO2 emissions and coal consumption are bi-directional.  
Finally, the last one focuses on the three-way linkages between economic growth 
energy consumption (renewable and non-renewable energy) and CO2 emissions; and 
economic growth, renewable energy consumption and CO2 emissions. More recently, Apergis 
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and Payne (2014) investigated this causality using the VECM and find that renewable energy 
consumption, economic growth, and CO2 emissions are co-integrated. 
The existing energy and environment economics literature provides three survey 
studies by Payne (2010) reviewed electricty-growth nexus as well as energy-growth nexus. 
Then, Ozturk, (2010) surveyed studies on electricty-growth and energy-growth nexus. More 
recently, Omri (2014) surveyed studies on the causal relationships between four energy 
variables and economic growth for country-specific studies. We have extended the survey by 
incorporating the environmental variable. Thus, the objective of this study is to provide a 
survey of the international studies on the causality between energy consumption (electricity, 
nuclear, and renewable consumption), environment and economic growth for both specific- 
and mylti-country studies covering the period from 1978 to 2014. To the best of our 
knowledge,  this is the first study that surveys and discusses at the same time the causal 
relationships between energy, environment and economic growth each of which nexus has  
important recommendations for the researchers in the energy and environment economics 
field. The rest of this paper is organized as follows: after the introduction, which is presented 
in Section 1 above, we move to section 2 to review and analyze the literature for county-
specific studies and multi-countries studies on the causality between (i) energy consumption-
economic growth; (ii) between environmental and economic growth; (iii) and between 
environment-energy-economic growth. The concluding remarks are given in the third section. 
2.  Growth-Energy-Environment nexus: A literature survey  
 
After the pioneer seminal work of Kraft and Kraft (1978), who examined the causal link 
among energy consumption and economic growth for United States, several studies has 
attempted to establish the relationship among different other variables by employing different 
econometric methodologies. Therefore, we analyze, in this section, these issues by giving 
chronological lists of the existing empirical studies classified by author, country, period, 
methodology, and results. 
 
2.1. A literature survey on the causality between energy consumption and economic growth 
The topic relationship between economic growth and energy consumption is well studied in 
the energy economic literature. As known this relationship between economic growth and 
energy consumption has been structured around four hypotheses. First, the growth hypothesis 
refers to a case in which energy consumption plays a vital role in the economic growth 
5	
	
process directly: there is evidence of unidirectional causality relationship running from energy 
consumption to economic growth, therefore, energy conservation policies aimed at reducing 
energy consumption will have negative impact on economic growth. Second, the conservation 
hypothesis suggests that there is unidirectional causal relationship running from economic 
growth to energy consumption. It implies that energy consumption plays an important role in 
economic growth both directly and indirectly in the production process as a complement to 
labor and capital. So, we may conclude that energy is a limiting factor to economic growth 
and, hence, shocks to energy supply will have a little or no adverse effect on economic 
growth. Third, the feedback hypothesis suggests that there is a bidirectional causality 
relationship among energy consumption and economic growth. In this case, energy 
conservation policies designed to reduce energy consumption may decrease economic growth 
performance, likewise, changes in economic growth are reflected back to energy 
consumption. Finally, the neutrality hypothesis that the absence of causality between energy 
consumption and economic growth which supports the presence of neutrality hypothesis. In 
this case energy conservation policies devoted to reducing energy consumption will not have 
any impact on economic growth. 
In this section, we provide chronological lists of the empirical literature on the causality 
between energy consumption and economic growth given by author, time frame, country, 
methodology, and empirical results in Tables 1 and 2. We survey the literature under two 
sections. In the first section, the country-specific literature survey is given and in the second, 
multi-country studies survey is given. 
2.1.1. Country-specific studies on energy consumption–growth nexus  
For the individual case, the causality analysis between energy consumption and economic 
growth which policy makers have the attention to know and understanding this linkage and 
the additional variables which lead economic growth in order to manage tools such as 
rationing energy consumption and controlling environmental degradation. Hence, several 
empirical studies that have a topic of the relationship between economic growth and energy 
consumption which their results are not conclusive and mixed. The absence of consensus can 
be explained by time periods, used variables, model specifications, and econometric 
methodologies undertaken. 
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 In this context, Squalli (2007) using the the Toda-Yamamoto procedure, the results 
show the presence of the growth and the feedback hypothesis for Indonesia and Iran, 
respectively. Nevertheless, Soytas and Sari (2007) found the existence of the growth 
hypothesis for Turkey by applying Vector Error Correction Model. Belloumi (2009) 
investigated the linkage between energy consumption and economic growth for the case of 
Tunisia covering the period from 1971 to 2004, using the Granger causality tests and VECM, 
which he has been found the evidence of bidirectional relationship between energy 
consumption and economic growth supported the feedback hypothesis in the long run and he 
has been also found the presence of unidirectional relationship which he supports the growth 
hypothesis. Furthermore, Halicioglu (2009) investigated the relationship between energy 
consumption and economic growth, during the period of 1960-2005, for Turkey by applying 
the Granger causality tests, ARDL and cointegration. The results showed that there is no 
evidence relationship between the variables that consistent with the neutrality hypothesis. In 
addition, Zhang and Cheng (2009) have been examined this relationship for China over the 
period from 1960 to 2007 by applying the Granger causality tests, which the findings show 
that economic growth Granger causes energy consumption and consistent with the 
conservation hypothesis. Nevertheless, Soytas and Sari (2009) investigated this linkage by 
applying the Toda-Yamamoto procedure For Turkey over the period 1960-2000. The results 
show that there is no evidence of causal relationship proving the neutrality hypothesis. 
Moreover, Jamil and Ahmad (2010) have been studied the linkage between economic growth 
and energy consumption for Pakistan using the VECM during the period from 1960 to 2008 
and they found a unidirectional causal relationship running from economic growth to energy 
consumption supporting the conservation hypothesis. Also, Lotfalipour et al. (2010) have 
studied this linkage for Iran which they employed Toda-Yamamoto procedure for the study 
period 1967-2007, the results show the presence of conservation hypothesis. Besides, Ahamad 
and Islam (2011) investigated this relationship using the Vector Error Correction Model in the 
case of Bangladesh over the period 1971-2008 which they found a bidirectional relationship 
in line with the feedback hypothesis. Also, Kaplan et al. (2011), where they applied Johansen 
-Juselius and Granger causality, covering the period of 1971-2006 for Turkey. They 
confirmed the feedback hypothesis.  
Recently, Yildirim and Aslan (2012) have been investigated this linkage for Turkey 
applying the bootstrapped Toda-Yamamoto procedure covering the period from 1970 to 2009, 
the findings show that no causal relationship is found supported the neutrality hypothesis. 
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Shahbaz et al. (2012) have been examined this linkage using the Vector Error Correction 
Model in the case of Pakistan during the period from 1972 to 2011 which they found a 
bidirectional causal link between energy consumption and economic growth consistent with 
the feedback hypothesis. Moreover, Shahbaz and Lean (2012) examined this causality for 
Pakistan during the period 1972-2011 using the Vector Error Correction Model and the 
findings supported the feedback hypothesis. More recently, Shahbaz et al. (2013a) examined1 
the relationship between energy consumption and economic growth using production function 
in the case of China. The findings show that energy consumption Granger causes economic 
growth. Shahbaz et al. (2013b) supported the feedback hypothesis in the case of Indonesia. In 
fact, the energy use may have dramatic damages to economic growth by affecting the 
productivity through human health. Many studies include renewable energy consumption in 
their empirical results such as, sari et al. (2008), Payne (2009), Menyah and Wolde-Rufael 
(2010), among others, Shahbaz et al. (2012), Yildirim et al. (2012), and Pao and Fu (2013). 
The findings of the recent empirical studies on the causal links between energy 
consumption and economic growth for country-specific studies are summarized in Table 1. 
[Please Insert Table 1 about Here] 
 
2.1.2.	Multi-country studies on energy consumption–growth nexus		
About the multi-countries studies, Chen et al. (2007) studied this linkage using VECM over 
the period 1971-2007. The results show the presence of the growth and the conservation 
hypothesis for Indonesia, South Korea, and Philippines, respectively. Although Squalli (2007) 
using the Toda-Yamamoto procedure, the results show the presence of the growth and the 
feedback hypothesis for Indonesia and Iran, respectively.  Also, Narayan and Prasad (2008) 
examined this linkage for a panel of three countries using Bootstrapped Toda-Yamamoto and 
they found the feedback for South Korea and neutrality hypothesis for Mexico and Turkey. 
Additionally, Ozturk et al. (2010) examined the linkage between energy consumption and 
economic growth applying panel co-integration and causality tests for a panel of 51 countries 
over the period 1971-2005. The results show that there is evidence of unidirectional 
relationship running from energy consumption to economic growth and bidirectional causal 
																																								 																				
11	Every attempt was made to include all the studies published in refereed academic journals that examine the causality among energy 
consumption and economic growth. If a study has been overlooked or misinterpreted, I extend my apologies to the author(s). 
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relationship supported the conservation one and the feedbeck hypothesis, respectively. 
Nevertheless, Eggoh et al. (2011) used the panel co-integration and panel causality tests 
during the period from 1981 to 2007 for a panel 25 OECD countries which their findings are 
consistent with the feedback hypothesis. Also, Fuinhas and Marques (2011) employed the 
autoregressive distributed lag ARDL for a panel of 5 countries namely Greece, Italy, Portugal, 
Spain, and Turkey covering the period of 1965-2009. They found the feedback hypothesis. 
  
Moreover, Tiwari (2011) investigated the relationship between economic growth and 
energy consumption using a Panel vector autoregressive approach for a sample of 16 
European and Eurasian countries during the period from 1965 to 2009. The findings 
supported the existence of feedback hypothesis. Recently, Yildirim and Aslan (2012) studied 
the relationship between energy consumption and economic growth for a panel of 17 OECD 
countries by using bootstrapped-corrected causality test covering the period from 1970 to 
2009. The empirical results have supported the existence of the neutrality hypothesis. Further, 
Bozoklu and Yilanci (2013) examined this linkage for 20 OECD countries by employing the 
Granger causality test. The empirical results show of causality running from GDP to energy 
consumption, there is a short run relationship for Australia, Austria, Canada, Italy, Japan, 
Mexico, the Netherlands, Portugal, the UK, the USA, and a long run relationship for Austria, 
Belgium, Denmark, Germany, Italy, Japan, the Netherlands, Norway, and the USA. They also 
found a short run relationship for Austria, Denmark, Italy, the Netherlands, Norway and 
Portugal, and a long run relationship for Belgium, Finland, Greece, Italy, Japan, and Portugal. 
The empirical studies have been summarized in the Table 2 below.2 
[Please Insert Table 2 about Here] 
 
 
Further the high level of economic growth which generate by an industrials’ process 
through the high level of energy consumption that may generate a high level of greenhouse 
gas and pollutants emissions as a negative externalities that it can affected the level of 
economic growth through the bias of human health. In this context the environmental quality 
has constituted a relevant variable in the determining of the growth level aimed by the policy 
makers. The relationship between environment and economic growth constitute the topic of 
																																								 																				
2	Every attempt was made to include all the studies published in refereed academic journals that examine the causality among energy 
consumption and economic growth. If a study has been overlooked or misinterpreted, I extend my apologies to the author(s).	
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several previous studies in the past few decades that they lighting the big challenge for both 
high- and-middle-income countries and for many policy makers in terms of growth level and 
environmental quality. 
 
2.2. A literature survey on the validity of the EKC hypothesis 
The relationship between economic growth and environment has been the topic of several 
previous studies and attracted the attention of researchers for the past few decades. This nexus 
was focused on the validity of the Environmental Kuznets Curve (EKC) hypothesis. The EKC 
postulates that the nexus between environment and economic growth resembles an inverted 
U- shaped (e.g. Ang, 2007; Saboori et al., 2012; Omri, 2013). That is, environmental damage 
increase as with output until a threshold was reached it begins to decline. It is described as the 
EKC following the observation of Kuznets (1955). This EKC hypothesis is intended to 
represent a long run relationship between environmental impact and economic growth. This 
hypothesis was first proposed and tested by Grossman and Krueger (1991), Stern (2004) and 
Dinda (2004) which offer extensive review surveys studies. Further exemples consist of Friedl 
and Getzner (2003), Dinda and Coondoo (2006), and Managi and Jena (2008). However, a 
higher level of national income does not necessarily warrant greater effort to contain the 
pollutant emissions. As income moves beyond the EKC turning point, it is assumed that 
transition to improving environmental quality starts. Thus, it could be a depiction of the 
natural process of economic development from a clean agrarian economy to a polluting 
industrial economy, and, finally, to a clean service economy (Arrow et al., 1995).    
 In this section, we provide chronological lists of the empirical literature on the 
causality between environmental degradation and economic growth by author, time frame, 
country, methodology, and empirical results in Tables 3 and 4. We survey the literature under3 
two sections. In the first section, the country-specific literature survey is given and in the 
second, multi-country studies survey is given. 
 
2.2.1. Country-specific studies on environment–growth nexus  
																																								 																				
3	Every attempt was made to include all the studies published in refereed academic journals that examine the EKC. If a study has been 
overlooked or misinterpreted, I extend my apologies to the author(s). 
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In this framework, Friedl and Getzner (2003) investigated the economic growth-CO2 
emissions nexus for Australia covering the period 1960-1999. The empirical evidence showed 
an N-shaped relationship between income and CO2 emissions. The empirical results of 
Martinez-Zarzoso and Begochea-Morancho (2004) are consistent with the EKC hypothesis. 
Also, Coondoo and Dinda (2008), Akbostanci et al. (2009), and Lee and Lee (2009) 
investigated the time series dynamics between output and pollutant emissions to deduce the 
direction of causality. The empirical results appear to be inconclusive. Akbostanci et al. 
(2009) tested for the existence of EKC in Turkey using co-integration techniques and both 
time series and provincial panel data over the periods 1968-2003 and 1992- 2001. The 
findings show that a monotonically increasing relationship between CO2 emissions and output 
in the times series analysis, which suggests that the EKC hypothesis does not hold for CO2 
emissions. He and Richard (2010) investigated the relationship between per capita CO2 
emissions and per capita income for Canada during the period 1948-2004. They found little 
evidence in favor of the EKC. In stark contrast to He and Richard (2010), Ang (2007), and 
Iwata et al. (2010) supported the EKC for CO2 emissions in France and China. Copeland and 
Taylor (2004), Grossman and Krueger, (1995), Machado (2000), Ang, (2008), Halicioglu, 
(2009), and Jalil and Mahmud, (2009) examined the effects of trade openness on the EKC for 
various countries. The empirical findings reveal a positive link between trade and carbon 
dioxide emissions was found by Halicioglu (2009) for Turkey, and Ang (2008), Jalil and 
Mahmud (2009) for China. Similarly, Fodha and Zaghdoud (2010) investigated this linkage 
for Tunisia over the period from 1961 to 2004. They found that CO2 is co-integrated with per 
capita output, but their results for CO2 indicated a monotonically increasing relationship 
relative to economic growth. More recently, Lau et al. (2014) examined this relationship 
including FDI and trade, in the case of Malaysia over the period 1970-2008 using the Bounds 
tests and Granger causality test. The results show that there is evidence of the inverted-U 
shaped relationship does exist between economic growth and CO2 emission in both the short-
and long-run for Malaysia. 
 
[Please Insert Table 3 about Here] 
 
2.2.2.	Multi-country studies on environment–growth nexus		
In the case of multi-country studies, De Bruyn et al. (1998) studied the linkage between 
economic growth and pollutant emissions using dynamic time series models for the 
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Netherlands, West Germany, the United Kingdom, and the United State.  They found that 
economic growth has had a positive effect on pollutant emissions. The empirical results of 
Martinez-Zarzoso and Begochea-Morancho (2004) are consistent with the EKC hypothesis. In 
addition, Coondoo and Dinda (2008), Akbostanci et al. (2009), and Lee and Lee (2009) 
investigated the time series dynamics between output and pollutant emissions to deduce the 
direction of causality. The empirical results appear to be inconclusive. Additionally, Jaunky 
(2010) examined the Environmental Kuznets Curve Hypothesis for a sample of 36 high-
income countries (including Bahrain, Oman and UAE) covering the period 1980-2005, the 
findings show that there is evidence of unidirectional causal relationship running from 
economic growth to pollutant emissions in both the short-run and the long-run. While, Holtz-
Eakin and Selden (1995) and Shafik (1994) found a monotonic rising curve and an N-shaped 
curve has been found by Friedl and Getzner (2003). In addition, Richmond and Kaufmann 
(2006) found that there is no causal significant relationship between economic growth and 
pollutant emissions. Moreover, Pao and Tsai (2010) studied this relationship for the BRIC 
countries over the period 1971-2005, the empirical findings find a unidirectional causal 
relationship running from emissions to economic growth. 
  More recently, Lopez et al. (2014) studied the validity of the EKC hypothesis in the 
case of Ecuador during the period 1980-2010 by applying the co-integration techniques. The 
empirical results not support the fulfillment of the EKC hypothesis. Nevertheless, Onafowora 
and Owoye (2014) examine this linkage for eight countries namely Brazil, China, Egypt, 
Japan, Mexico, Nigeria, South Korea, and South Africa using the ARDL bounds test. The 
empirical results show that the inverted U-shaped EKC hypothesis holds in Japan and South 
Korea. For the remaining countries, the long-run relationship between CO2 emissions and 
economic growth is monotonically follows an N-shaped. Besides, Farhani et al. (2014) 
investigated the linkage growth-environment by studying two different EKC specifications for 
a sample of 10 MENA countries covering the period from 1990 to 2010 applying panel data 
methods. The results show that there is an inverted U-shape relationship between 
environmental degradation and output.4 
[Please Insert Table 4 about Here] 
																																								 																				
4	Every attempt was made to include all the studies published in refereed academic journals that examine the EKC. If a study has been 
overlooked or misinterpreted, I extend my apologies to the author(s). 
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2.3. A literature survey on energy-environment-growth nexus 
As often mentioned in the environmental Kuznets curve (EKC) literature, economic growth 
and energy consumptionmay generate considerable pressure on the environment. These 
relationships between output and energy consumption, as well as output and environmental 
pollution, have been the subject of intense research over the past few decades. In this section, 
we provide chronological lists of the empirical literature on the causality between 
environmental degradation, energy consumption and economic growth given by author, time 
frame, country, methodology and empirical results in Table 5 and 6. We survey the literature 
under two sections. In the first section, the country-specific literature survey is given and in 
the second, multi-country studies survey is given. 
 
2.3.1. Country-specific studies on energy-environment–growth nexus  
In this context, Ang (2007) investigated this relationship in the case of France over the period 
1960-2000 using the co-integration and vector error correction modeling. The results show 
that there is evidence of a fairly robust long-run link among these three variables. Also, the 
results reveal that economic growth exerts a causal relationship on energy consumption and 
on the level of pollutant emissions, more in the short-run there is evidence of a unidirectional 
causal relationship running from energy consumption to economic growth. Moreover, Ang 
(2008) examined the three-way linkages for Malaysia over the period from 1971 to 1999 
using the co-integration and the recent causality test. The results show that pollutant 
emissions and energy consumption are positively related to the economic growth. In addition, 
Alam et al. (2011) investigated the causal linkages between energy consumption, CO2 
emissions and output in the case of India using a multivariate framework of Toda and 
Yamamoto procedure covering the period from1971 to 2006. Their findings provide that there 
is evidence of bidirectional (feedback) Granger causality between energy consumption and 
CO2 emissions in the long-run but neither CO2 emissions nor energy consumption causes 
movements in real income. Then, there is no long-run causality relationship between income 
and CO2 emissions but in the short-run causality exists in India. Besides, Ozturk and Acaravci 
(2013) investigated the causal relationship between financial development, trade, economic 
growth, energy consumption, and CO2 emissions in case of Turkey over the period from 1960 
to 2007 using co-integration techniques. The results prove that there is evidence of a long-run 
13	
	
linkage among CO2emissions, energy consumption, income, the square of real income, trade 
openness and financial development. Furthermore, Shahbaz et al. (2013) studied the 
relationship between economic growth, energy consumption, financial development, 
international trade, and pollutants emissions in the case of Malaysia covering the period from 
1975 to 2011 using Vector error correction model Granger causality and ARDL Bounds tests 
and Innovative Accounting Approach (IAA). The empirical findings reveal that The VECM 
causality analysis has shown the feedback hypothesis between energy consumption and CO2 
emissions. Economic growth and CO2 emissions are also interrelated implying that there is 
evidence of bidirectional causality. Financial development Granger causes CO2 emissions. 
More recently, Yang and Zhao (2014) studied these linkages for India during the period 1970-
2008 by using Granger causality tests and directed acyclic graphs (DAG), and they show that 
energy consumption Granger causes carbon emissions and economic growth, while there is 
bidirectional causal link among CO2 emissions and economic growth. Also, they find that 
trade openness is one of the important determinants of energy consumption and carbon 
emissions.  
[Please Insert Table 5 about Here] 
 
2.3.2.	Multi-country studies on energy-environment–growth nexus		
Apergis and Payne (2010) studied the linkages between energy consumption, economic 
growth, and CO2 emissions for a sample of eleven countries of Commonwealth of 
Independent States over the period from 1992 to 2004 within a panel vector error correction 
model. The results show that in the short run there is the evidence of unidirectional causality 
running from energy consumption and real output, respectively, to carbon dioxide emissions 
along with bidirectional causality between energy consumption and real output. In the long-
run there appears to be bidirectional causality between energy consumption and carbon 
dioxide emissions. Also, Pao and Tsai (2010) examined the linkages between economic 
growth, energy consumption and CO2 emissions for the BRIC countries, namely Brazil, 
Russia, India, and China during the period 1971-2005 The panel causality results indicate 
there is evidence of bidirectional causal relationship between energy consumption and CO2 
emissions and bidirectional causal link between energy consumption and economic growth, 
also there is evidence of unidirectional both short-run causalities from emissions and energy 
consumption, respectively, to output. Among other, Arouri et al. (2012) using Co-integration 
techniques for 12 MENA countries, Mensah (2014) examines this linkage for emerging 
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African countries, Saboori and Sulaiman (2013) for ASEAN countries, Alam et al. (2012) for 
Bangladesh, Soytas et al. (2007), Halicioglu (2009), Zhang and Cheng (2009).  The results 
show that the EKC hypotheses are satisfied in the region as a whole. Recently, Omri (2013) 
investigated the nexus among CO2 emissions, energy consumption, and economic growth for 
a sample of 14 MENA countries during the period from 1990 to 2011 applying the 
simultaneous-equations models. The findings show that there is evidence of a bidirectional 
causal relationship between energy consumption and economic growth. Also, the results 
support the existence of unidirectional causal relationship running from energy consumption 
to CO2 emissions without feedback, and there is evidence of bidirectional causal relationship 
between economic growth and CO2 emissions for the region as a whole. Furthermore, 
Saboori et al. (2014) examined the relationships between energy consumption, CO2 
emissions, and economic growth in the transport sector for the OECD countries using Fully 
Modified Ordinary Least Squares Co-integration approach over the period 1960-2008, and 
they find long-run bidirectional relationship between CO2 emissions and economic growth, 
road sector energy consumption and economic growth and CO2 emissions and road sector 
energy consumption for the panel as a whole. 
[Please Insert Table 6 about Here] 
 
According to several previous studies are proved that pollution is closely related to 
energy consumption since more energy consumption leads to higher economic development 
through productivity enhancement but it also leads to higher pollutant gases. This important 
conclusion may be it supported the role of alternatives energies such as renewable and nuclear 
energy in the fulfillment of the both purpose in terms of level of economic growth and 
environmental quality. The seminal role that played by renewable energy in the duality 
between economic growth and environment, and this ability to solve the arbitration growth-
environment consist the topic of several academic and scientist research in past few decades 
and in the starting point of the third millennium. In this same context, the renewable energy 
consumption has been introduced in the analytical framework in order to prove the ability to 
release the both objectives growth and sustainable environmental quality. There is a several 
studies are  investigated the three-way linkages between renewable energy consumption, 
economic growth and environment  such as Chien and Hu,2007; Ewing et al.,2007; 
Sadorsky,2009; Mengaki, 2011; Payne, 2011; Fang, 2011;Tiwari, 2011a; Salim and 
Rafiq,2012 ; Tugcu et al., 2012; Ben Aïssa et al., 2013. Also, Apergis et al. (2010) 
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investigated the linkages between CO2 emissions, renewable energy, nuclear energy, and 
economic growth for a panel of 19 developed and developing countries over the period 1984-
2007 using a panel error correction model. The result suggest that nuclear energy has 
statistically significant negative impact on the CO2 emissions, however renewable energy 
consumption has a statistically significant positive impact on CO2 emissions. This implies 
that, in the short-run nuclear energy consumption plays an important role in reducing CO2 
emissions whereas renewable energy consumption does not contribute to reductions in 
emissions. More recently, Apergis and Payne (2014) examined the relationship between CO2 
emissions, renewable energy, fossil fuel prices, and economic growth for a panel of seven 
Central American countries over the period 1980 to 2010. 
 
3. Concluding remarks 
The purpose of this study is to survey and discuss the literature dealing with the causal 
relationship between energy consumption, environmentand economic growth for individual 
and collective cases in order to suggest some policy implications for the futures studies. In 
addition, this survey gives researchers a ‘snap shot’ of the literature on the causality between 
energy, environment and economic growth for both specific- and multi-country studies. 
Understanding the causal links between energy, environment and economic growth provides a 
basis for discussion in order to design and implementating effective energy and environmental 
policies.   
The general conclusion that we can raise from these studies is that there is no 
consensus either on the existence or on the direction of causality between these variables in 
literature. These conflicting results may be attribuated to the different data set, selected 
variables and countries, and econometric approaches which have been used (Ozturk, 2010 ; 
Payne 2010 ; Omri, 2014). In order to avoid these conflicting results, the researchers should 
focus more on the new methodology and employ multivariate modeling rather than use usual 
methodologies including a set of common variables for different countries or regions different 
intervals of time to get more conclusive and consistent findings and more appreciate the 
conflicting linkage between economic growth-energy consumption-environmental quality. On 
the other hand, one important critique for the existing studies on the validity of the 
environmental Kuznets curve (EKC) is that they are based on a reduced from model where 
there is no feedback effect from the environment to economic growth and therefore 
environmental quality is invariably viewed as the outcome of economic growth (Tamazian et 
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al., 2009; He and Richard, 2010). In all of the EKC empirical literature, the effect of 
economic growth on environmental quality is estimated directly. However, it is well known 
that, in addition to the effect of economic growth on environmental quality, environmental 
degradation may directly impact upon economic growth through a restriction or reduction in 
production (Barbier, 1994; Pearce and Warford, 1993) and adverse effects upon production 
factors (Van Ewijk and Van Wijnbergen, 1995), or indirectly through higher emissions 
reduction costs. Generally, the economic growth and the environment are jointly determined 
(Perrings, 1987; Hung and Shaw, 2006). It is therefore in appropriate to estimate a single 
equation model of unidirectional causality from economy to environment. As Stern (1998) 
concluded, “estimating single equation relationships by ordinary least squares where 
simultaneity exists produced biased and inconsistent estimates”. Hence, “a simultaneous-
equations model may be more appropriate for understanding the environment-income 
relationship” (Borghesi, 1999). 
 
References 
1. Abosedra S, Baghestani, H., 1989. New evidence on the causal relationship between United States 
energy consumption and gross national product. Journal of Energy and Development 14, 285–92. 
 
 
 2. Abosedra, S., Dah, A., Ghosh, S., 2009. Electricity consumption and economic growth. The case of 
Lebanon. Applied Energy 86, 429–432.	
 
 	
3. Acaravci, A., 2010. Structural breaks, electricity consumption and economic growth: evidence from 
Turkey. Romanian Journal of Economic Forecasting 2, 140–154. 
 
 
 
 
4. Akarca, A.T,, Long, T.V., 1980. On the relationship between energy and GNP: a reexamination. Journal 
of Energy and Development 5, 326–331. 
 
5. Ahamad,	 M.G.,	 Islam,	 A.K.M.N.,	 2011.	 Electricity	 consumption	 and	 economic	 growth	 nexus	 in	Bangladesh:	Revisited	evidences.	Energy	Policy	39,	6145–6150.	
6. Ahmed, K., Long, W., 2012. Environmental Kuznets curve and Pakistan: an empirical analysis. 
Procedia Economics and Finance 1, 4–13. 
 
 
17	
	
 
7. Ahmed, K., Long, W., 2013. An empirical analysis of CO2 emission in Pakistan using EKC hypothesis. 
Journal of International Trade Law and Policy12, 188–200. 
 
 
 
8. Akbostanci, E., Turut-Asik, S., Tunc, G.I., 2009.The relationship between income and environment in 
Turkey : Is there an environmental Kuznets curve? Energy Policy 37, 861–867. 
 
 
 
9. Akinlo, A.E., 2008. Energy consumption and economic growth: evidence from 11 African countries. 
Energy Economics 30, 2391–2400. 
 
 
 
10. Akinlo, A., 2009. Electricity consumption and economic growth in Nigeria: evidence from 
cointegration and co-feature analysis. Journal of Policy Modeling 31, 681–693. 
 
 
 
 
11. Acaravci, A., Ozturk, I., 2010. On the relationship between energy consumption, CO2 emissions and 
economic growth in Europe.Energy35, 5412–5420. 
 
 
 
12. Alam, M.J., Begum, I.A., Buysse, J., Rahman, S., Huylenbroeck, G.V., 2011. Dynamic modeling of 
causal relationship between energy consumption, CO2 emissions and economic growth in India. 
Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 15, 3246–3251. 
 
 
 
 
13. Alam ,M.J., Begum, I.A., Buysse, J.,  Van Huylenbroeck, G., 2012. Energy consumption, carbon 
emissions and economic growth nexus in Bangladesh: Cointegration and dynamic causality analysis. 
Energy Policy 45, 217– 225. 
 
 
 
 
14. Al-mulali, U., Sheau-ting, L., 2014. Econometric analysis of trade, exports, imports, energy 
consumption and CO2 emissions in six regions. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 33, 
484–498. 
 
 
 
15. Akhmat, G., Zaman, K., 2013. Nuclear energy consumption, commercial energy consumption and 
economic growth in South Asia: Bootstrap panel causality test. Renewable and Sustainable 
EnergyReviews 25, 552–559. 
 
 
 
18	
	
16. Al-Mulali, U., Binti Che Sab, C.N., 2012. The impact of energy consumption and CO2 emission on the 
economic growth and financial development in the Sub Saharan African countries. Energy 39, 180–
186. 
 
 
 
17. Al-Mulali, U., 2014. Investigating the impact of nuclear energy consumption on GDP growth and CO2 
emission: A panel data analysis. Progress in Nuclear Energy 73, 172–178. 
 
 
 
 18. Altinay,	 G.,	 Karagol,	 E.,	 2004.	 Structural	 break,	 unit	 root,	 and	 the	 causality	 betwenn	 energy	consumption	and	GDP	in	Turkey.	Energy	Economics	26,	985–994.		
19. Al-Iriani, M.A., 2006. Energy–GDP relationship revisited: an example from GCC countries using panel 
causality. Energy Policy 34, 3342–3350. 
 
20. Ang, J.B., 2007. CO2 emissions, energy consumption and output in France. Energy Policy 35, 4772–
4778. 
 
 
 
21. Ang, J.B., 2008. Economic development, pollutant emissions and energy consumption in Malaysia. 
Journal of Policy Modeling 30, 271–278. 
 
 
 
22. Apergis, N., Payne, J.E., 2009a.CO2 emissions, energy usage, and output in Central America. Energy 
Policy 37, 3282–3286. 
 
 
 
23. Apergis, N., Payne, J.E., 2009b. Energy consumption and economic growth: evidence from the 
Commonwealth of Independent States. Energy Economics 31, 641–647. 
 
 
 
24. Apergis, N., Payne, J.E., Menyah, K., wolde-Rufael, Y., 2010. On the causal dynamics between 
emissions, nuclear energy, renewable energy , and economic growth. Ecological Economics 69, 
2255–2260. 
 
 
 
25. Apergis, N., Payne, J.E., 2010a. Renewable energy consumption and economic growth: evidence from a 
panel of OECD countries. Energy Policy 656–660. 
19	
	
26. Apergis, N., Payne, J.E., 2010b. Renewable energy consumption and growth in Eurasia. Energy 
Economics 32, 1421–1426. 
 
27. Apergis, N., Payne, J.E., 2010. A panel study of nuclear energy consumption and economic growth. 
Energy Economics 32, 545–549. 
 
 
 
 
 
28. Apergis, N., Payne, J.E., Menyah, K., Wolde-Rufael, Y., 2010. On the causal dynamics between 
emissions, nuclear energy, renewable energy, and economic growth. Ecological Economics  69, 
2255–2260. 
 
 
 
29. Apergis, N., Payne, J.E., 2011. The renewable energy consumption-growth nexus in Central America. 
Applied Energy 88, 343–347. 
 
 
 
30. Apergis, N., Payne, J.E., 2012. Renewable and non-renewable energy consumption-growth nexus: 
evidence from a panel error correction model. Energy Economics 34, 733–738. 
 
 
 
31. Apergis, N., Payne, J.E., 2012. The electricity consumption-growth nexus: renewable versus non-
renewable electricity in Central America. Energy Source, 423–431. 
 
 
 
32. Apergis, N., Payne, J.E., 2014. Renewable energy, output, CO2 emissions, and fossil fuel prices in 
Central America: Evidence from a non linear panel smooth transition vector error correction model. 
Energy Economics 42, 226–232.  
 
 
 33. Aqeel,	A.,	Butt,	M.S.,	2001.	The	relationship	between	energy	consumption	and	economic	growth	in	Pakistan.	Asia-Pacific	Development	Journal	8,	101–110.					
34. Arouri, M.H., Ben Youssef, A., M’henni, H., Rault, C., 2012. Energy consumption, economic growth 
and CO2 emissions in Middle East and North African countries. Energy Policy 45, 342–349. 
 
 
 
35. Aslan, A., Çam, S., 2013. Alternative and nuclear energy consumption economic growth nexus for 
Israel: evidence based on bootstrap-corrected causality tests. Progress in Nuclear Energy  62, 50–53. 
 
20	
	
 
 
 
36. Atici, C., 2009. Carbon emissions in Central and Eastern Europe: environmental Kuznets curve and 
implications for sustainable development. Sustainable Development 17, 155–160. 
 
 
 
37. Babu, S.S., Datta, S.K., 2013. The relevance of environmental Kuznets curve (EKC) in a framework of 
broad-based environmental degradation and modified measure of growth – a pooled data analysis. 
International Journal of Sustainable Development & World Ecology 20, 309–316. 
 
 
 
 
38. Baek, J., Kim, H.S., 2013. Is economic growth good or bad for the environment? Empirical evidence 
from Korea. Energy Economics 36, 744–749.–138. 
 
 
 
 
39. Baranzini, A., Weber, S., Bareit, M., Mathys, N.A., 2013. The causal relationship between energy use 
and economic growth in Switzerland. Energy Economics 36, 464-470. 
 
 
 
40. Bartleet, M., Gounder, R., 2010. Energy consumption and economic growth in New Zealand: results of 
trivariate and multivariate models. Energy Policy 38, 3508–3517. 
 
 
 
 
41. Barbier, E.B., 1994. Valuing environmental functions: Tropical wetlands. Land Economics 70, 155–
173. 
 
 
 
42. Belke, A., Dobnik, F., Dreger, C., 2011. Energy Consumption and Economic Growth: New Insights into 
the Co-integration Relationship. Energy Economics 33, 782–789. 
 
 
 
 
43. Ben Aîssa, M.S., Ben Jebli, M., Ben Youssef, S., 2013. Output, renewable energy consumption and 
trade in Africa. Energy Policy , http:// dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2013.11.023i 
 
 
 
44. Belloumi, M., 2009. Energy consumption and GDP in Tunisia: co-integration and causality analysis. 
Energy Policy 37, 2745–2753. 
 
 
 
21	
	
45. Borghesi, s., 1999. The environmental Kuznets Curve: a survey of the literature. Working paper 85, 
Fondazione eni enrico Mattei. 
 
 
 
 
46. Bowden, N., Payne, J.E., 2009. The causal relationship between U.S. energy consumption and real 
output: a disaggregated analysis. Journal of Policy Modeling 31, 180–188. 
 
 
 
47. Bozoklu, S., Yilanci, V., 2013. Energy consumption and economic growth for selected OECD 
countries: Further evidence from the Granger causality test in the frequency domain. Energy Policy 
63, 877–881. 
 
 
 
48. Chang, T.H., Huang, C.M., Lee, M.C., 2009. Threshold effect of the economic growth rate on the 
renewable energy development from a change in energy price: evidence from OECD countries: 
Energy Policy 37, 5796–5802. 
 
 
 
 
49. Chang, T., Gatwabuyege, F., Gupta, R., Inglesi-Lotz, R., Manjezi, N.N., Simo-Kengne, B.B., 2014. 
Causal relationship between nuclear energy consumption and economic growth in G6 countries: 
Evidence from panel Granger causality tests. Progress in Nuclear Energy 77, 187–193. 
 
 
 
50. Chang, C.C., 2010. A multivariate causality test of carbon dioxide emissions, energy consumption and 
economic growth in China. Applied Energy 87, 3533–3537. 
 
 
 
51. Chandran, V.G.R., Sharma, S., Madhavan, K., 2010. Electricity consumption-growth nexus: the case of 
Malaysia. Energy Policy 38, 606–612. 
52. Chen, S.T., Kuo, H.I., Chen, C.C., 2007. The relationship between GDP and electricity consumption in 
10 Asian countries. Energy Policy 35, 2611–2621. 
53. Cheng, B., 1995. An investigation of cointegration and causality between energy consumption and 
economic growth. Journal of Energy and Development 21, 73–84. 
 
 
 
 54. Cheng,	B.S.,	1997.	Energy	consumption	and	economic	growth	in	Brazil,	Mexico	and	Venezuela	:	a	time	series	analysis.	Applied	Economics	Letters	4,	671–674.				
22	
	
55. Cheng, B.S., Lai, T.W., 1997. An investigation of co-integration and causality between energy 
consumption and economic activity in Taiwan. Energy Economics  19, 435–444. 
 
 
 
56. Cheng, B.S., 1998. Energy consumption, employment and causality in Japan: a multivariate approach. 
Indian Economic Review   33, 19–29. 
 
 
 
57. Cheng, B.S., 1999. Causality between energy consumption and economic growth in India: an 
application of cointegration and error-correction modeling. Indian Economic Review 34, 39–49. 
 
 
 
 
58. Chien, T., Hu, J.L., 2007. Renewable Energy and Macroeconomic Efficiency of OECD and non OECD 
Economies. Energy Policy 35, 3606–3615. 
 
 
 
59. Chiou-Wei, S.Z., Chen, Ching-Fu, Zhu, Z., 2008. Economic growth and energy consumption 
revisited—evidence from linear and nonlinear Granger causality. Energy Economics 30, 3063–3076. 
 
 
 
 
60. Ciarreta, A., Zarraga, A., 2008. Economic growth and electricity consumption in 12 European 
Countries: a causality analysis using panel data. Working Paper, Department of Applied Economics 
III (Econometrics and Statistics), University of the Basque Country. Available at: 
/http://www.et.bs.ehu.es/biltoki/EPS/ dt200804.pdfS. 
 
 
 
 
61. Chontanawat, J., Hunt, L.C., Pierse, R., 2008. Does energy consumption cause economic growth? 
Evidence from a systematic study of over 100 countries. Journal of Policy Modeling 30, 209220. 
 
 
 
 
62. Cho, C.H., Chu, Y.P., Yang, H.Y., 2014. An environment Kuznets curve for GHG emissions: a panel 
cointegration analysis. Energy Sources, Part B: Economics, Planning, and Policy		9,120–129. 
 
 
 
63. Chow, G.C., 2014. Environmental Kuznets curve: conclusive econometric evidence for CO2. Pacific 
Economic Review 19, 1–7. 
 
 
 
64. Chu, H.P., Chang, T., 2012. Nuclear energy consumption, oil consumption and economic growth in G-6 
countries: bootstrap panel causality test. Energy Policy 48, 762–769. 
 
 
 
23	
	
65. Coondoo, D., Dinda, S.,2008. The carbon dioxide emission and income : A temporal analysis of  cross-
country distributional patterns. Ecological Economics 65, 375–385. 
 
 
 
66. Copeland, B.R., Taylor, M.S., 1994. North-South trade and the environment . . Quaterly Journal of 
Economics 109, 755–787. 
 
 
 
67. Cowan, W.N., Chang, T., Inglesi-Lotz, R., Gupta, R., 2013. The nexus of electricity consumption, 
economic growth and CO2 emissions in the BRICS countries.EnergyPolicy, 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2013.10.081i 
	
	
 
68. Dagher, L., Yacoubian, T., 2012. The causal relationship between energy consumption and economic 
growth in Lebanon. Energy Policy 50, 795–801. 
 
 
 
69. Danesh Miah, M., Hossain Masum, M.F., Koike, M., 2010. Global observation of EKC hypothesis for 
CO2, SOx and NOx emission: A policy understanding for climate change mitigation in Bangladesh. 
Energy Policy 38, 4643–4651. 
 
 
70. De Bruyn, S., Van Den Bergh, J., Opschoor, J., 1998. Economic growth and emissions: reconsidering 
the empirical basis of environmental Kuznets curves. Ecological Economics 25, 161–175. 
 
 
 
71. Dinda, S., 2004. Environmental Kuznets curve hypothesis: a survey. Ecol. Econ. 49, 431–455. 
 
 
 
72. Dinada and Coondoo (2006), Dinda, S., Coondoo, D., 2006. Income and emission: a panel data based 
cointegration analysis. Ecological Economics 57, 167–181. 
 
 
 
73. Du, L.,Wei,Chu,Cai,S.,2012.Economic development and carbon dioxide emissions in China: provincial 
panel data analysis. China Economic Review 23, 371–384.  
 
 
 74. Eggoh,	 J.C.,	 Bangake,	 C.,	 Rault,	 C.,	 2011.	 Energy	 consumption	 and	 economic	 growth	 revisited	 in	African	countries.	Energy	Policy	39,	7408–7421.				
75. Erdal, G., Erdal, H., Esengûn, K., 2008. The causality between energy consumption and economic 
growth in Turkey. Energy Policy 36, 3838–3842. 
 
 
 
24	
	
76. Erol, U., Yu, E.S.H., 1987. On the causal relationship between energy and income for industrialized 
countries. Journal of Energy Development 13, 113–122. 
77. Esoo, L.J., 2010. Threshold cointegration and causality relationship between energy use and growth in 
seven African countries. Energy Economics 32,  1383–1391. 
78. Esteve,V.,Tamarit,C.,2012a.Threshold cointegration and non linear adjustment  between CO2 and 
income: the environmental Kuznets curve in Spain,1857– 2007.EnergyEcon.34(6),2148–2156.  
 
 
 
79. Esteve,V.,Tamarit,C.,2012b.Is there and the environmental Kuznets curve for Spain? Fresh evidence 
from old data .Econ.Model.29(6),23. 
 
 
 
80. Ewing, B.T., Sari, R., Soytas, U., 2007. Dissagregate energy consumption and Industrial output in the 
United States. Energy Pollicy 35, 1274–1281. 
 
 
81. Fallahi , F., 2011. Causal relationship between energy consumption (EC) and GDP: a  Markov-
switching (MS) causality. Energy 36, 4165–4170. 
 
 
 
82. Fang, Y., 2011. Economic welfare impacts from renewable energy consumption: The China experience. 
Renewable and Sustanaible Energy Reviews 15, 5120–5128. 
 
 
 
83. Farhani, S., Chaibi, A., Rault, C., CO2 emissions, output, energy consumption, and trade in Tunisia. 
Economic Modelling 38, 426–434. 
 
 
 
84. Farhani, S., Mrizak, S.,Chaibi, A.,Rault, C., 2014. The environmental Kuznets Curve and Sustainability: 
A panel data analysis. Energy Policy , http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2014.04.030  
85. Fatai, K., Oxley, L., Scrimgeour, F.G., 2004. Modelling the causal relationship between energy 
consumption and GDP in New Zealand, Australia, India, Indonesia, the Philippines and Thailand. 
Mathematics and Computers in Simulation 64, 431–445. 
86. Fodha, M., Zaghdoud, O., 2010. Economic growth and environmental degradation in Tunisia: an 
empirical analysis of the Environmental Kuznets Curve. Energy Policy 38, 1150–1156. 
 
 
 
87. Fosten et al., 2012.	 Fosten,J.,Morley,B.,Taylor,T.,2012.Dynamicmisspecification intheenviron- mental 
Kuznetscurve:evidencefromCO2 and SO2 emissions intheUnited Kingdom. Ecol.Econ.76,25–33. 
 
25	
	
 
 
88. Friedl and Getzner (2003), Friedl, B., Getzner, M., 2003. Determinants of CO2 emissions in a small 
open economy. Ecol. Econ. 45, 133–148.  
 
 
 
89. Francis, B.M., Moseley, L., Iyare, S.O., 2007. Energy consumption and projected growth in selected 
Caribbean countries. Energy Economics 29, 1224–1232. 
90. Funihas,	 J.A.,	Marques,	A.C.,	2012.	Energy	consumption	and	economic	growth	nexus	 in	Portugal,	Italy,	Greece,	Spain	and	Turkey	:	an	ARDL	bounds	test	approach.	Energy	Economics	34,	511–517.	
91. Ghali, K.H., Al-Sakka, M.I.T., 2004. Energy use and output growth in Canada: a multivariate co-
integration analysis. Energy Economics 26, 225–238. 
 
 
 
92. Ghosh, S., 2002. Electricity consumption and economic growth in India.Energy Policy  30, 125–129. 
 
 
 
93. Ghosh, S., 2009. Electricity supply, employment and real GDP in India: evidence from cointegration 
and Granger-causality tests. Energy Policy 37, 2926–2929. 
 
 
 
94. Ghosh, S., 2010. Examining carbon emissions economic growth nexus for India: A multivariate 
cointegration approach. Energy Policy 38, 3008–3014. 
 
 
 
95. Glasure, Y.U., Lee, A.R., 1997. Cointegration, error correction, and the relationship between GDP and 
energy: The case of South Korea and Singapore. Resource and Energy Economics 20, 17–25. 
 
 
 96. Glassure,	 Y.U.,	 2002.	 Energy	 and	 national	 income	 in	 Korea	:	 Further	 evidence	 on	 the	 role	 of	omitted	variables.	Energy	Economics	24,	355–365.				
97. Govindaraju, V.G.R.C., Foon Tang, C., 2013. The dynamic links between CO2 emissions, economic 
growth and coal consumption in China and India. Applied Energy 104, 310–318. 
 
 
 
98. Grossman, G., Krueger, A., 1991. Environmental impacts of a North American free trade agreement. 
National Bureau of Economics Research Working Paper, No. 3194. NBER, Cambridge. 
 
 
26	
	
 
 
99. Grossman, G.M., Krueger, A.B., 1995. Economic growth and the environment. Quaterly Journal of 
Economics 110, 353–378. 
 
 
 
100. Halicioglu, F., 2007. Residential electricity demand dynamics in Turkey. Energy Economics 29, 199–
210. 
 
 
 
101. Halicioglu, F., 2009. An econometric study of CO2 emissions, energy consumption, income and foreign 
trade in Turkey. Energy Policy 37, 1156–1164. 
 
 
 
102. Hamit-Haggar, M., 2012. Greenhouse gas emissions, energy consumption and economic growth: a 
panel cointegration analysis from Canadian industrial sector perspective. Energy Economics.34, 
358–364. 
 
 
103. Hondroyiannis, G., Lolos, S., Papapetrou, E., 2002. Energy consumption and economic growth: 
assessing the evidence from Greece. Energy Economics 24, 319–336. 
 
 
 
104. Huang, B.N., Hwang, M.J., Yang, C.W., 2008. Causal relationship between energy consumption and 
GDP growth revisited: A dynamic panel approach. Ecological Economics 67, 41–54. 
 
 
 
105. He, J., Richard, P., 2010. Environmental Kuznets curve for CO2 in Canada. Ecological Economics 69, 
1083–1093. 
 
 
 
106. Heo, J.Y., Yoo, S.H., Kwak, S.J., 2011. The causal relationship between nuclear Energy consumption 
and economic growth in India. Energy Sources, Part B: Economics, Planning, and Policy 6, 111–
117. 
 
 
 
107. Ho, C.Y., Siu, K.W., 2007. A dynamic equilibrium of electricity consumption and GDP in Hong Kong: 
an empirical investigation. Energy Policy 35, 2507–2513. 
 
 
 
108. Holtz-Eakin, D., & Selden, T. M. (1995). Stoking the fires? CO2 emissions and economic growth. 
Journal of Public Economics, 57, 85–101. 
 
 
 
109. Hossain, M.S., 2011. Panel estimation for CO2 emissions, energy consumption, economic growth, trade 
openness and urbanization of newly industrialized countries. Energy Policy 39, 6991–6999. 
 
 
 
27	
	
110. Hu, J.L., Lin, C.H., 2008. Disaggregated energy consumption and GDP in Taiwan: a threshold co-
integration analysis. Energy Economics 30, 2342–2358. 
 
 
 
111. Hwang, D., Gum, B., 1991. The causal relationship between energy and GNP: the case of Taiwan. 
Journal of Energy and Development 16, 219–226. 
 
 
 
112. Huang, C.M., Shaw, D., 2006. The impact of upstream catch and global warming on the grey mullet 
fishery in Taiwan: A non-cooperative game analysis. Marine Resource Economics 21, 285–300. 
 
 
 
113. Ighodaro, C.A.U., 2010. Co-integration and causality relationship between energy consumption and 
economic growth: further empirical evidence for Nigeria. Journal of Business Economics and 
Management 11, 97–111. 
 
 
 
114. Iwata, H., Okada, K., Samreth, S., 2010. Empirical study on the environmental Kuznets Curve for CO2 
in France: The role of nuclear energy. Energy Policy 38, 4057–4063. 
 
 
 
115. Iwata, H., Okada, K., Samreth, S., 2011. A note on the environmental Kuznets curve for CO2: a pooled 
mean group approach. Applied Energy 88, 1986–1996. 
 
 
 
116. Iwata, H., Okada, K., Samreth, S., 2012. Empirical study on the determinants of CO2 emissions: 
evidence from OECD countries. Applied Economics  44, 3513–3519. 
 
 
 
117. Jamil, F., Ahmad, E., 2010. The relationship between electricity consumption, electricity prices and 
GDP in Pakistan. Energy Policy 38, 6010–6025. 
 
 
 
118. Jalil, A., Mahmud, S.F., 2009. Environment Kuznets Curve for CO2 emissions: A co-integration 
analysis for China. Energy Policy 37, 5167–5172. 
 
 
 
119. Jalil, A., Feridun, M., 2011.The impact of growth, energy and financial development on the 
environment in China: a cointegration analysis. Energy Economics.33, 284–291. 
 
 
 
28	
	
120. Jayanthakumaran,K.,Verma,R.,Liu,Y.,2012.CO2 emissions, energy consumption, trade and income: a 
comparative analysis of China and India. Energy Policy42, 450–460. 
 
 
 
121. Jobert, T., Karanfil, F., 2007. Sectoral energy consumption by source and economic growth in Turkey. 
Energy Policy 35, 5447–5456. 
 
 
 
122. Jumbe, C.B.L., 2004. Cointegration and causality between electricity consumption and GDP: empirical 
evidence from Malawi. Energy Economics 26, 61–68. 
 
 
123. Kraft, J., Kraft, A., 1978. On the relationship between energy and GNP. Journal of Energy and 
Development 3, 401–403. 
 
 
124. Kohler, M., 2013. CO2 emissions, energy consumption, income and foreign trade: A South African 
perspective. Energy Policy 63, 1042–1050. 
 
 
125. Kivyiro, P., Arminen, H., 2014. Carbon dioxide emissions, energy consumption, economic growth, and 
foreign direct investment: Causality analysis for Sub-Saharan Africa. Energy 74, 595–606. 
 
 
126. Kouakou, A., 2011. Economic growth and electricity consumption in Coted'Ivoire: evidence from time 
series analysis. Energy Policy 39, 3638–3644. 
 
 
 
127. Lau, L.S., Choong, C.K., Eng, Y.K., 2014. Investigation of the environmental Kuznets curve for carbon 
emissions in Malaysia: Do foreign direct investment and trade matter? Energy Policy 68, 490–497. 
 
 
 
128. Lee, C.C., 2005. Energy consumption and GDP in developing countries: A co-integrated panel analysis. 
Energy Economics 27, 415–427. 
 
 
 
129. Lee, C.C., 2006. The causality relationship between energy consumption and GDP in G-11 countries 
revisited. Energy Policy 34, 1086–1093. 
 
 
 
130. Lee, C.C., Chang, C.P., 2005. Structural breaks, energy consumption, and economic growth revisited: 
evidence from Taiwan. Energy Economics 27, 857–872. 
 
 
 
29	
	
131. Lee, C.C., Lee, J.D.,2009. Income and CO2 emissions: Evidence from panel unit root and cointegration 
tets. Energy Policy 37, 413–423. 
 
 
 
132. Lee, C.C.,Chiu, C.,Y.,2011.Nuclear energy consumption, oil prices, and economic growth: evidence 
from highly industrialized countries. Energy Economics 33, 236–248. 
 
 
 
133. Lise, W.,2006. DecompositionofCO2 emissions over 1980–2003 in Turkey. Energy Policy 34, 1841–
1852.  
 
 
 
134. Lise, W., Van Montfort, K., 2007. Energy consumption and GDP in Turkey: is there a co-integration 
relationship? Energy Economics 29, 1166–1178. 
 
 
 
135. Lorde, T., Waithe, K., Francis, B., 2010. The importance of electrical energy for economic growth in 
Barbados. Energy Economics 32, 1411–1420. 
 
 
 
136. Lotfalipour, M.R, Falahi, M.A., Ashena, M., 2010. Economic growth, CO2 emissions, and fossil fuels 
consumption in Iran. Energy 35, 5115–5120. 
 
 
 
137. Managi, S., Jena, P.R., 2008. Environmental productivity and Kuznets curve in India. Ecol. Econ. 65, 
432–440. 
 
 
 
138. Mandal, S.K., Madheswaran, S., 2010. Causality between energy consumption and output growth in the 
Indian cement industry: an application of the panel vector error correction model (VECM). Energy 
Policy 38, 6560–6565. 
 
 
 
139. Martinez-Zarzoso, I., Bengochea-Morancho, A., 2004. Pooled mean group estimation of an 
environmental Kuznets curve for CO2. Economics Letters 82, 121–126. 
 
 
 
140. Masih, A.M.M., Masih, R., 1996. Energy consumption, real income and temporal causality: Results 
from multi-country study based on cointegration and error-correction modeling techniques. Energy 
Economics 18, 165–183. 
 
 
30	
	
 
141. Masih, A.M.M., Masih, R., 1997. On temporal causal relationship between energy consumption, real 
income and prices; some new evidence from Asian energy dependent NICs based on a multivariate 
cointegration/vector error correction approach. Journal of Policy Modeling 19 (4), 417–440. 
 
 
 
142. Mehrara, M., 2007. Energy consumption and economic growth: the case of oil exporting countries. 
Energy Policy 35 (5), 2939–2945. 
 
 
 
143. Menegak, A.N., 2011. Growth and renewable energy in Europe: a random effect model with evidence 
for neutrality hypothesis. Energy Economics 33, 257–263. 
 
 
 
144. Mensah, J.T., 2014. Carbon emissions, energy consumption and output: A threshold analysis on the 
causal dynamics in emerging African economies. Energy Policy 70, 172– 182. 
 
 
 
145. Menyah, K., Wolde-Rufael, Y., 2010. Energy consumption, pollutant emissions and economic growth 
in South Africa. Energy Economics 32, 1374–1382. 
 
 
 
146. Menyah, K., Wolde-Rufael, Y., 2010. CO2 emissions, nuclear energy, renewable energy and economic 
growth in the US. Energy Policy 38, 2911–2915. 
 
 
 
147. Morimoto, R., Hope, C., 2004. The impact of electricity supply on economic growth in Sri Lanka. 
Energy Economics 26, 77–85. 
 
 
 
148. Mozumder, P., Marathe, A., 2007. Causality relationship between electricity consumption and GDP in 
Bangladesh. Energy Policy 35, 395–402. 
 
 
 
149. Mudakkar, S.R., Zaman, K., Khan, M.M., Ahmad, M., 2013. Energy for economic growth, 
industrialization, environment and natural resources: Living with just enough. Renewable and 
Sustainable Energy Reviews 25, 580–595. 
 
 
 
150. Murray, D.A., Nan, G.D., 1996. A definition of the gross domestic product-electrification 
interrelationship. . Journal of Energy and Development 19, 275–283. 
 
31	
	
 
 
151. Narayan, P.K., Smyth, R., 2005. Electricity consumption, employment and real income in Australia 
evidence from multivariate Granger causality tests. Energy Policy 33, 1109–1116. 
 
 
 
152. Narayan, P.K., Singh, B., 2007. The electricity consumption and GDP nexus dynamic Fiji Islands. 
Energy Economics 29, 1141–1150. 
 
 
 
153. Narayan, P.K., Smyth, R., 2008. Energy consumption and GDP in G7 countries: New evidence from 
panel co-integration with structural breaks. Energy Economics 30, 2331–2341. 
 
 
 
154. Narayan, P.K., Prasad, A., 2008. Electricity consumption-real GDP causality nexus: evidence from a 
bootsrapped causality test for 30 OECD countries. Energy Policy 36, 910–918. 
 
 
 
155. Nasir, M., Rehman, F.R., 2011. Environmental Kuznets curve for carbon emissions in Pakistan: An 
empirical investigation. Energy Policy39, 1857–1864. 
 
 
156. Ocal, O., Aslan, A., 2013. Renewable energy consumption-economic growth nexus in Turkey. 
Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 28, 494–499. 
 
 
 
157. Oh, W., Lee. K., 2004. Causal relationship between energy consumption and GDP revisited: The case 
of Korea 1970-1999. Energy Economics 26, 51–59. 
 
 
158. Odhiambo, N.M., 2009. Energy consumption and economic growth nexus in Tanzania: an ARDL 
bounds testing approach. Energy Policy 37, 617–622.Odhiambo, N.M., 2009. Electricity 
consumption and economic growth in South Africa: a trivariate causality test. Energy Economics 31, 
635–640. 
 
 
 
159. Omri, A., 2013. CO2 emissions, energy consumption and economic growth nexus in MENA countries: 
evidence from simultaneous equations models. Energy Economics 40, 657–664. 
 
 
 
160. Omri, A., 2014. An international literature survey on energy-economic growth nexus: Evidence from 
country-specific studies. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 38, 951–959. 
 
 
32	
	
161. Onafowora, O.A., Owoye, O., 2014. Bounds testing approach to analysis of the environment Kuznets 
curve hypothesis. Energy Economics 44,  47–62.  
 
 
 
162. Ouedraogo, N.S., 2013. Energy consumption and economic growth: Evidence from the economic 
community of West African States (ECOWAS). Energy Economics 36, 637–647. 
 
 
 
163. Orubu, O., Omotor, D.G., 2011. Environmental quality and economic growth: Searching for 
environmental Kuznets curves for air and water pollutants in Africa. Energy Policy 39, 4178–4188. 
 
 
 
164. Osabuohien, E.S., Efobi, U.R., Gitau, C.M.W., 2014. Beyond the environmental Kuznets curve in 
Africa: evidence from panel cointegration. Journal of Environmental Policy & Planning. 16, 517–
538. 
 
 
 
165. Ozcan, B., 2013. The nexus between carbon emissions, energy consumption and economic growth in 
Middle East countries: A panel data analysis. Energy Policy 62, 1138–1147. 
 
 
166. Ozturk,  I., 2010. A literature survey on energy-growth nexus. Energy Policy 38, 340–349. 
 
 
167. Ozturk, I., Aslan, A., Kalyoncu, H., 2010. Energy consumption and economic growth relationship: 
evidence from panel data for low and middle income countries. Energy Policy 38, 4422–4428. 
 
 
 
168. Ozturk, I., Acaravci, A., 2010. CO2 emissions, energy consumption, and economic growth in Turkey. 
Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 14, 3220–3225. 
 
 
 
169. Ozturk, I., Acaravci, A., 2013. The long-run and causal analysis of energy, growth, openness and 
financial development on carbon emissions in Turkey. Energy Economics 36, 262–267. 
 
 
 
170. Pao, H.T., Tsai, C.M., 2010. CO2 emissions, energy consumption and economic growth in BRIC 
countries. Energy Policy 38, 7850–7860. 
 
 
 
171. Pao, H.T., Tsai, C.M., 2011a. Multivariate Granger causality between CO2 emissions, energy 
consumption, FDI (foreign direct investment) and GDP (gross domestic product): evidence from a 
panel of BRIC (Brazil, Russian Federation, India, and China) countries. Energy36, 685–693. 
33	
	
 
 
 
172. Pao, H.T., Tsai, C.M., 2011b. Modeling and forecasting the CO2 emissions, energy consumption, and 
economic growth in Brazil. Energy 36, 2450–2458. 
 
 
 
173. Pao, H.T., Yu, H.C., Yang, Y.H., 2011. Modeling the CO2 emissions, energy use, and economic growth 
in Russia. Energy36, 5094–5100. 
 
 
 
174. Pao, H.T., Fu, H.C., 2013. Renewable energy, non-renewable energy and economic growth in Brazil. 
Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 25, 381–392. 
 
 
 
175. Pao, H.T., Li, Y.Y., Fu, H.C., 2014. Clean energy, non-clean energy, and economic growth in the MIST 
countries. Energy Policy 67, 932–942. 
 
 
 
176. Paul, S., Bhattacharya, R.N., 2004. Causality between energy consumption and economic growyj in 
India: A notr on conflicting results. Energy Economics 26, 977–983. 
 
 
177. Payne, J.E., 2009. On the dynamics of energy consumption and output in the US. Applied Energy 86, 
575–577. 
 
 
 
178. Payne, J.E., 2010. A survey of the electricity consumption-growth literature. Applied Energy 87, 723–
731. 
 
 
 
179. Payne, J.E., Taylor, J.P., 2010. Nuclear Energy consumption and economic growth in the U.S.: an 
empirical note. Energy Sources, Part B: Economics, Planning, and Policy 5, 301–307. 
 
 
 
180. Payne, J.E, 2011. On biomass energy consumption and real output in the US. Energy source 6, 47–52. 
 
 
 
181. Perrings, C., 1987.Economy and Environment: A Theoretical Essay on the Interdependence of 
Economic and Environmental Systems. Cambridge University Press. 
 
 
34	
	
182. Pearce, D. W., Warford, J. J. 1993, World Without End. Economics, Environment, and Sustainable 
Development. Washington: World Bank, 440 p. 
 
 
 
183. Plassmann, F., Khanna, K., 2006. Household income and pollution implications for the debate about the 
environmental Kuznets curve hypothesis. The Journal of Environoment & Development. 14, 22–41. 
 
 
184. Ramcharran,  H., 1990. Electricity consumption and economic growth in Jamaica. Energy Economics 
12, 65–70. 
 
 
185. Rezek,L.,  Leslie, D.S., Reece, S.,  Roberts, S.J.,  Rogers, A., Dash, R.K.,Jennings, N.R., 2008. On 
similarities between inference in game theory and machine learning. Journal of Artificial 
Intelligence Research 33, 259–283. 
 
 
186. Richmond, A.K., Kaufmann, R.K., 2006. Energy prices and turning points: The relationship between 
income and energy use/carbon emissions. The Energy journal,International Association for Energy 
Economics 0, 157–180. 
 
 
187. Saboori, B., Sulaiman, J., Mohd, S., 2012. Economic growth and CO2 emissions in Malaysia: A co-
integration analysis of the Environmental Kuznets Curve. Energy Policy 51, 184–191. 
 
 
188. Saboori, B., Sulaiman, J., 2013a. CO2 emissions, energy consumption and economic growth in 
Association of South East Asian Nations (ASEAN) countries: a cointegration approach. Energy 55, 
813–822. 
 
 
 
189. Saboori, B., Sulaiman, J., 2013b. Environmental degradation, economic growth and energy 
consumption: evidence of the environmental Kuznets curve in Malaysia. Energy Policy 60, 892–
905. 
 
 
 
190. Saboori, B., Sapri, M., Baba, M.B., 2014. Economic growth, energy consumption and CO2 emissions in 
OECD (Organization for Economic Co-operation and Development)’s transport sector: A fully 
modified bi-directional relationship approach. Energy 66, 150–161. 
 
 
 
191. Sadorsky, P., 2009a. Renewable energy consumption, CO2 emissions and oil prices in the G7 countries. 
Energy Economics 31, 456–462.  
 
 
 
35	
	
192. Sadorsky, P., 2009b. Renewable energy consumption and income in emerging economies. Energy 
Policy 37, 4021–4028. 
 
 
 
193. Saidi, K., Hammami, S., 2014. The impact of energy consumption and CO2emissions on economic 
growth: Fresh evidence from dynamic simultaneous-equations models. Sustainable Cities and 
Society,  http:// dx. doi. org/ 10.1016/j.scs.2014.05.004 
 
 
 
194. Salahuddin, M., Gow, J., 2014. Economic growth, energy consumption and CO2 emissions in Gulf 
Cooperation Council countries. Energy 73, 44–58. 
 
 
195. Salim, R.A, Rafiq, S., 2012. Why do some emerging economies proactively accelerate the adoption of 
renewable energy? Energy Economics 34, 1051–1057. 
 
 
 
196. Sari, U., Sari, R., 2001. Energy consumption and GDP: causality relationship in G-7 countries and 
emerging markets. Energy Economics 25, 33–37. 
 
 
 
197. Sari, R., Ewing, B.T., Soytas, U., 2008. The relationship between disaggregate energy consumption and 
industrial production in the United States: An ARDL approach. Energy Economics 30, 2302–2313. 
 
 
 
198. Sebri, M., Ben-Salha, O., 2014. On the causal dynamics between economic growth, renewable energy 
consumption, CO2 emissions and trade openness: Fresh evidence from BRICS countries. Renewable 
and Sustainable Energy Reviews 39, 14–23. 
 
 
 
199. Shafik, N. (1994). Economic development and environmental quality: An econometric analysis. Oxford 
Economic Papers, 46, 757–773. 
 
 
200. Shahbaz, M., Tang, C.F., Shabbir, M.S., 2011.Electricity consumption and economic growth nexus in 
Portugal using cointegration and causality approaches. Energy Policy 39, 3529–3536. 
 
 
201. Shahbaz,  M., Feridun, M., 2012. Electricity consumption and economic growth empirical evidence 
from Pakistan. Quality	&	Quantity: International Journal of Methodology  46,1583–99. 
 
 
36	
	
202. Shahbaz, M., Zeshan, M., Afza, T., 2012. Is energy consumption effective to spur economic growth in 
Pakistan? New evidence from bounds test to level relationships and Granger causality tests. 
Economic Modelling 29, 2310–2319. 
 
 
 
203. Shahbaz,  M., Lean, H.H., 2012. The dynamics of electricity consumption and economic growth: a 
revisit study of their causality in Pakistan. Energy 39, 146–153. 
 
 
 
204. Shahbaz, M., Lean, H.H., 2012. Does financial development increase energy consumption? The role of 
industrialization and urbanization in Tunisia. Energy Policy 40, 473–479. 
 
 
 
205. Shahbaz, M., Lean, H.H., Shabbir, M.S., 2012. Environmental Kuznets curve hypothesis in Pakistan: 
cointegration and Granger causality. Renewable	 and	 Sustainable	 Energy	 Reviews 16, 2947–
2953. 
 
 
 
206. Shahbaz, M., Khanb, S., Tahir, M.I., 2013. The dynamic links between energy consumption, economic 
growth, financial development and trade in China: Fresh evidence from multivariate framework 
analysis. Energy Economics 40, 8–21. 
 
 
 
207. Shahbaz, M., Mutascu, M., Azim, P., 2013c. Environmental Kuznets curve in Romania and the role of 
energy consumption. Renewable	and	Sustainable	Energy	Reviews. 18,165–173. 
 
 
208. Shahbaz, M., Ozturk, I., Afza, T., Ali, A., 2013b. Revisiting the environmental Kuznets curve in a 
global economy. Renewable	and	Sustainable	Energy	Reviews 25(2013), 494–502. 
 
 
 
209. Shahbaz, M., Khraief, N., Uddin, G.S., Ozturk,I., 2014. Environmental Kuznets curve in an open 
economy: a bounds testing and causality analysis for Tunisia. 34, 325–336. 
 
 
 
210. Shiu,  A., Lam, P., 2004. Electricity consumption and economic growth in China. Energy Policy 32,47–
54. 
 
 
 
211. Squalli. J., 2007. Electricity consumption and economic growth: Bounds and causality analysis of 
OPEC members. Energy Economics 29, 1192–1205. 
 
37	
	
 
 
212. Śmiech, S., Papież, M., 2014. Energy consumption and economic growth in the light of meeting the 
targets of energy policy in the EU: The bootstrap panel Granger causality approach. Energy Policy 
71, 118–129. 
 
 
 
213. Soytas, U., Sari, R., ôzdemir, O., 2001. Energy consumption and GDP relation in Turkey : a 
cointegration and vector error correction analysis. Economies and business in transition: facilitating 
competitiveness and change in global environment proceedings. Global Business and Technology 
Association 1, 838–844.  
 
 
 
214. Soytas, U., Sari, R., 2003. Energy consumpation and GDP: Causality relationship in G-7 and emerging 
markets. Energy Economics 25, 33–37. 
 
 
 
215. Soytas, U., Sari, R., Ewing, B.T., 2007. Energy consumption, income, and carbon emissions in the 
United States. Ecological Economics 62, 482–489. 
 
 
 
216. Soytas, U., Sari, R., 2009. Energy consumption , economic growth, and carbone missions : Challenges 
faced an EU candidate member. Ecological Economics 68, 1667–1675. 
 
 
 
217. Stern, D.I., 1993. Energy and economic growth in the USA. A multivariate approach . Energy 
Economics 15, 137–150. 
 
 
218. Stern D. I., 1998. Progress on the environmental Kuznets Curve?	Environment and Development 
Economics	3, 175-198. 
 
 
 
219. Stern, D.I., 2000. A multivariate cointegration analysis of the role of energy in the US macroeconomy. 
Energy Economics 22, 267–283. 
 
 
 
220. Stern, D.I., 2004. The rise and fall of the environmental Kuznets curve. World Development 32, 1419–
1439. 
 
 
 
38	
	
221. Dinda, S., 2004. Environmental Kuznets curve hypothesis: a survey. Ecological Economics 49, 431–
455. 
 
 
 
222. Tang, C.F., 2009. Electricity consumption, income, foreign direct investment, and population in 
Malaysia: new evidence from multivariate framework analysis. Journal of  Economic Studies 4, 
371–382. 
 
 
 
223. Tang, C.F., 2008., A re-examination of the relationship between electricity consumption and economic 
growth in Malaysia. Energy Policy 36, 3067–3075. 
 
 
 
224. Tiwari, A.K., 2011a. A structural VAR analysis of renewable energy consumption, real GDP and CO2 
emissions: Evidence from India. Economic Bulletin 31, 1793–1806. 
 
 
225. Tiwari, A.K., 2011b. Comparative performance of renewable and non-renewable energy source on 
economic growth and CO2 emissions of Europe and Eurasia countries. A PVAR approach. 
Economic Bulletin 31, 2356–23–72. 
 
 
 
226. Tiwari, A.K., Shahbaz, M., Hye, Q.M.A., 2013. The environmental Kuznets curve and the role of coal 
consumption in India: cointegration and causality analysis in an open economy. Renewable	and	
Sustainable	Energy	Reviews 18, 519–527. 
 
 
227. Tsani, S.Z., 2010. Energy consumption and economic growth: a causality analysis for Greece. Energy 
Economics 32, 582–590. 
 
 
228. Tugcu, C.T., Ozturk, I., Aslan, A., 2012. Renewable and non-renewable energy consumption and 
economic growth relationship revisited: Evidence from G7 countries. Energy Economics  34, 1942–
1950. 
 
 
 
229. Tamazian, A., Chousa, J.P., Vadlamannati, C., 2009. Does higher economic and financial development 
lead to environmental degradation: evidence from the BRIC countries. Energy Policy 37, 246–253. 
 
 
 
230. Van Ewijk, C., van Wijnbergen, S., 1995. Can abatement overcome the conflict between environment 
and economic growth? De Economist, 143, 197–216. 
 
 
39	
	
 
231. Wang, S.S., Zhou, D.Q., Zhou, P., Wang, Q.W., 2011a. CO2 emissions, energy consumption and 
economic growth in China: A panel data analysis. Energy Policy 39, 4870–4875. 
 
 
 
232. Wang, Y., Wang, Y., Zhou, J., Zhu, X., Lu, G., 2011b. Energy consumption and economic growth in 
China: A multivariate causality test. Energy Policy 39, 4399–4406. 
 
 
 
233. Wang, Y., Kang, L., Wu, X., Xiao, Y., 2013. Estimating the environmental Kuznets curve for 
ecological footprint at the global level: A spatial econometric approach. Ecological Indicator 34, 15–
21. 
 
 
 
234. Wolde-Rufael, Y., 2004. Disaggregated industrial energy consumption and GDP: the case of Shanghai. 
Energy Economics 26, 69–75. 
 
 
 
235. Wolde-Rufael, Y.,2005. Energy demand and economic groth : the African experience. Journal of Policy 
Modelling 27, 891–903. 
 
 
 
236. Wolde-Rufael, Y., 2010. Bounds test approach to cointegration and causality between nuclear energy 
consumption and economic growth in India. Energy Policy 38, 52–58. 
 
 
 
237. Wolde-Rufael, Y., Menyah, K., 2010. Nuclear energy consumption and economic growth in nine 
developed countries. Energy Economics  32, 550–556. 
 
 
238. Wolde-Rufael, Y., 2012. Nuclear Energy consumption and economic growth in Taiwan. Energy 
Sources, Part B: Economics, Planning, and Policy 7, 21–27. 
 
 
 
239. Wolde-Rufael, Y., 2010. Bounds test approach to cointegration and causality between nuclear energy 
consumption and economic growth in India. Energy Policy 38, 52–58. 
 
 
 
240. Yang, H.Y., 2000. A note on the causal relationship between energy and GDP in Taiwan. Energy 
Economics 22, 309–317. 
 
 
 
40	
	
241. Yang, Z., Zhao, Y., 2014. Energy consumption, carbon emissions, and economic growth in India: 
Evidence from directed acyclic graphs. Economic Modelling 38, 533–540. 
 
 
 
242. Yildirim, E., Sarac, S., Aslan, A., 2012. Energy consumption and economic growth in the USA: 
evidence from renewable energy. Renewable Sustainable Energy Reviews  16, 6770–6774. 
 
 
 
243. Yildirim, E., Aslan, A., 2012. Energy consumption and economic growth nexus for 17 highly developed 
OECD countries : further evidence based on bootstrap-corrected causality tests. Energy Policy 51, 
985–993. 
 
 
244. Yoo, S.H., Jung, K.H., 2005. Nuclear energy consumption and economic growth in Korea. Progress in 
Nuclear Energy 46, 101–109. 
 
 
 
245. Yoo, S.H., Kim, Y., 2006. Electricity generation and economic growth in Indonesia. Energy 31, 2890–
2899. 
 
 
246. Yoo, S., 2005. Electricity consumption and economic growth: evidence from Korea. Energy Policy33, 
1627–1632. 
 
 
 
247. Yoo, S.H., Ku, S.J., 2009. Causal relationship between nuclear energy consumption and economic 
growth: a multi-country analysis. Energy Policy 37, 1905–1913. 
 
 
 
248. Yu, S.H., Choi, J.Y., 1985. The causal relationship between energy and GNP: an international 
comparison. Journal of Energy and Development 10, 249–272. 
 
 
 
249. Yu, E.S.H., Jin, J.C., 1992. Cointegration tests of energy consumption, income, and employment. 
Resources and Energy 14, 259–266. 
 
 
 
250. Yildirim, E., Sarac, S., Aslan, A., 2012. Energy consumption and economic growth in the USA: 
Evidence from renewable energy. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 16, 6770–6774. 
 
 
 
251. Yildirim, E., Sukruoglu, D., Aslan, A., 2014. Energy consumption and economic growth in the next 11 
countries: The bootstrapped autoregressive metric causality approach. Energy Economics 44, 14–21. 
41	
	
 
 
 
252. Yu, E.S.H., Hwang, B.K., 1984. The relationship between energy and GNP: further results. Energy 
Economics 6, 186–190. 
 
 
 
253. Yu, E.S.H., Jin, J.C., 1992. Cointegration tests of energy consumption, income, and employment. 
Resources and Energy 14, 259–266. 
 
 
 
254. Yuan, J., Zhao, C., Yu, S., Hu, Z., 2007. Electricity consumption and economic growth in China: 
cointegration and co-feature analysis. Energy Economics 29, 1179–1191. 
 
 
 
255. Yuan, J., Kang, J.G., Zhao, C., Hu, Z., 2008. Energy consumption and economic growth: evidence from 
China at both aggregated and disaggregated levels. Energy Economics 30, 3077–94. 
 
 
 
256. Zhang, X.P., Cheng, X.M., 2009. Energy consumption, carbon emissions, and economic growth in 
China.  Ecological Economics 68, 2706–2712. 
 
 
 
257. Zhang, Y.J., 2011. Interpreting the dynamic nexus between energy consumption and economic growth: 
Empirical evidence from Russia. Energy Policy 39, 2265–2272. 
 
 
 
258. Zachariadis, T., Pashouortidou, N., 2007. An empirical analysis of electricity consumption in Cyprus. 
Energy Economics 29, 183–198. 
 
 
 
259. Zamani, M., 2007. Energy consumption and economic activities in Iran. Energy Economics 29, 1135–
1140. 
 
 
260. Zachariadis, T., 2007. Exploring the relationship between energy use and economic growth with 
bivariate models: new evidence from G-7 countries. Energy Economics 29 (6), 1233–1253. 
 
 
261. Zhixin, Z., Xin, R., 2011. Causal relationships between energy consumption and economic growth. 
Energy Procedia 5, 2065–2071. 
 
 
42	
	
262. Ziramba, E., 2009. Disaggregate energy consumption and industrial production in South Africa. Energy 
Policy 37, 2214–2220. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
